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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


How the FBI Polices Dissent 
and Why It Matters in the 
Encryption Debate 

By Chip Gibbons 
As the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) attempts to gain 
access to the San Bernardino shooter's 
phone - and in the process create a 
backdoor into encrypted devices - 
many have framed the issue as being 
one of privacy versus security. But 
another fundamental right at stake - the 
right of free expression. The Supreme 
Court has long noted that privacy is 
fundamental to free expression. Also, 
the UN Special Rapporteur on 
Freedom of Opinion and Expression 
concluded that strong encryption was 
essential to protect free expression. 

From a free expression 
standpoint, "authoritarian" governments 
could use backdoors into encrypted 
devices to go after journalists, human 
rights defenders and dissidents. But 
isn't just foreign governments that 
threatens free expression: The FBI 
should not be trusted either, as it has a 
long history of policing dissent. 

In November 2015, the 
Partnership for Civil Justice obtained 
documents through Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) requests that 
describe how, from 2000 to 2010, FBI 
counterterrorism agents spied on the 
lawful political activity of School of the 
Americas Watch, which protests US 
Latin American policy. Though the FBI 
acknowledged the "peaceful intent" of 
these protests, it continued its 
counterterrorism investigation. In 
addition, it was revealed in 2015 that 
the FBI had monitored anti-Keystone 
XL pipeline protesters, Black Lives 
Matter protesters and Occupy Wall 
Street. 


The problem with the FBI 
encryption debate stems from a 
narrative that obscures the root cause: 
that the FBI is the United States' 
political police. 

According to this narrative, 
spying took place a long-ago time, 
nothing at all like today. But the FBI 
didn't just spy. It staged illegal break- 
ins of political groups' offices; it 
attempted to sterilize Communist Party 
leader Gus Hall's brother's horse; and it 
sent a letter to Martin Luther King Jr., 
attempting to blackmail the civil rights 
leader into killing himself. 

The FBI's blatant disregard for 
the US Constitution is attributed to its 
first director, J. Edgar Hoover. 
According to this narrative, the problem 
was not the FBI per se, but an 
individual who used federal police 
power to carry out his personal 
agendas. Thus in 1972 when Hoover 
died many of the problems of the FBI 
were resolved. 

This narrative contends that 
the US Senate's Church Committee, by 
bringing misdeeds previously unknown 
to light, reformed the FBI. 

The second part of this 
narrative picks up after the September 
11, 2001, terrorist attacks, which led 
many within the government to feel the 
Church Committee reforms were not 
applicable to the urgent needs of 
national security. 

But in fact the FBI was not a 
"reformed" agency before post-9/11 
hysteria got the better of it. In 1981, 
roughly five years after the Church 
Committee, the FBI would begin 
investigating the Committee in 
Solidarity with the People of El 
Salvador (CISPES), first to determine if 
they were unregistered agents of a 
foreign power (they were not), and then 
as part of a "counterterrorism 


investigation." When this investigation 
came to light - after a series of 
suspicious break-ins at CISPES offices 
that remain unsolved to this day, and 
two separate FOIA requests - the 
Senate Select Committee on 
Intelligence released a report that 
concluded that the FBI had initiated its 
investigation on the "basis of 
allegations that should not have been 
considered credible; it was broadened 
beyond the scope justified even by 
those allegations; and it continued after 
the available information had clearly 
fallen below the standards required by 
the applicable guidelines." 

CISPES was not the last FBI 
spying revelation before 9/11, but it is a 
significant one. The official reason the 
agency chose - "terrorism" - is very 
telling, since this was a good 20 years 
before 9/11. 

Although the FBI no longer 
officially polices "subversive" ideas, it 
continues to use its existing powers, 
like counterterrorism authority, to do 
just that. This is not a coincidence, nor 
is it the product of individual bad actors. 
When we obscure this history, we 
obscure what is at stake in the 
encryption debate. There is a multitude 
of reasons to support strong 
encryption, but without acknowledging 
the role of the FBI as the United States' 
political police, we miss a very 
important one. 

— www.truth-out.org 05 March 2016 

Would we not shatter it to 
bits? 

By G. Edward Griffin 

The assumption is that 
Western nations are fighting terrorism 
because they want to put an end to 
violence, death, and destruction. The 
replacement assumption is that they 
are fighting terrorism precisely because 







doing so creates violence, death, and 
destruction. In other words, terrorists 
are essential and must not be 
eliminated. Otherwise, there would be 
no one to fear and no justification for 
war. 

But why would any normal 
person want war? 

The answer is that the people 
making these decisions are not normal. 
They belong to a small, elite core of 
global financiers and politicians who 
have an agenda that fires their 
imaginations and dreams, but it 
requires the complete restructuring of 
society. They want to replace 
nationalism with a global government 
based on the model of collectivism. 
They believe that the way to bring that 
about is to destroy all existing systems 
that do not fit that model and then build 
a “new world order” on top of the 
rubble. 

This strategy was dramatically 
illustrated in a stained-glass window in 
the Beatrice Webb house in Surry, 
England, former headquarters of the 
Fabian Society. The Fabians are a 
highly influential organization promoting 
global collectivism since 1884. Former 
British Prime Minister, Tony Blair, was 
a Fabian. 

Across the top of the stained- 
glass window appears the last line from 
Omar Khayyam: 

Dear love , couldst thou and I with fate 
conspire 

To grasp this sorry scheme of things 
entire, 

Would we not shatter it to bits , and then 
Remould it nearer to the heart’s desire! 

Beneath this line, the stained- 
glass mural depicts George Bernard 
Shaw, one of the better known 
Fabians, and Sidney Webb striking the 
Earth with hammers [while above them 
on a shield a wolf in sheep's clothing 
looks to the future].* 

Once you understand the 
concept of deliberate destruction as a 
strategy for preparing the way for 
something that is “to the heart’s desire”, 
you will find that there are very few 
contradictions in the news. 

* For an explanation of the 
wolf-in-sheep’s-clothing and other 
elements of this mural, see p. 87, The 
Creature from Jekyii Island; A Second 
Look at the Federal Reserve. 

— needtoknow.news 2106 February 19 

“In the minds of the New 
Barbarians” 

Putting aside the particulars, 
the movement inspired by the Missouri 
University protests is an intensification 
of the war against Western civilization 


that American higher education has 
been waging for several generations. 
The belligerents take it as self-evident 
that the West is racist, sexist, 
oppressive and in many other ways a 
blight on humanity. 

They take no account of the 
West being the first civilization to 
abolish slavery; its record in conceiving 
of “human rights” and advancing them 
around the world; the rise of free 
institutions and republican government; 
the development of science; the 
achievements of Western engineering 
and medicine; the rise of industry and 
mass prosperity; and the 
accomplishments of the Western 
imagination in art, music, and literature 
- all of which, in every category, is 
reduced to the machinations of 
oppressive elites pursuing their own 
aggrandizement. 

To refute this astonishingly 
simplistic anti-Western master narrative 
is always to face the accusation that 
one is offering a blanket endorsement 
for the West. What about slavery? the 
crusades? the Holocaust? 

In the minds of the New 
Barbarians, it is always an all-or- 
nothing choice: either the West is all 
bad, or all good. Their minds are 
unable to compass the possibility that 
history doesn’t lend itself to simple 
moralizing. 

-- NAS fundraising appeal Feb. 2016 

UN Faces Growing Scandal 
Over Sex Abuse and 
'Peacekeeper Babies' 

The neighborhood is a 
patchwork of buildings scorched by civil 
war, a place where the United Nations 
was supposed to come to the rescue. 
But in a number of homes, women and 
girls are raising babies they say are the 
children of U.N. troops who abused or 
exploited them. 

“Peacekeeper babies,” the 
U.N. calls them. 

The allegations come amid 
one of the biggest scandals to plague 
the U.N. in years. Since the U.N. 
mission began in 2014, its employees 
have been accused of sexually abusing 
or exploiting 42 civilians, most of them 
underage girls in the Central African 
Republic. 

Nearly 1,000 troops whose 
units have been tied to abuses have 
been expelled, or will be soon, 
including the entire contingent from the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo. 

The victims appear to be more 
numerous than the U.N. has reported 
so far. In the capital city Bangui, The 
Washington Post interviewed seven 


women and girls, five of whom said 
they exchanged sex for food or money. 

Five of the seven said they 
had borne the children of their abusers. 

The accounts could not be 
independently verified. But their stories 
are consistent with other accounts of 
abuse in the Central African Republic 
collected by Human Rights Watch and 
Amnesty International. 

The U.N. system responsible 
for handling such cases has been 
widely criticized as dysfunctional. Only 
one criminal charge has been filed in 
relation to any of the 42 cases. 

The civil war began in late 
2013 when mostly Muslim rebels 
overthrew the government in this 
Christian-majority country. About 6,000 
people have been killed. The 12,000 
person U.N. mission known as 
MINUSCA includes troops from 46 
countries. 

It is not the first time U.N. 
forces have been accused of sexual 
abuse. In Bosnia in the 1990s, 
peacekeepers were accused of 
soliciting sex from women who had 
been virtually enslaved in brothels. In 
the Democratic Republic of the Congo 
in the early 2000s, more than 150 
allegations of abuse and exploitation 
were registered against peacekeepers. 
U.N. missions in Kosovo, Haiti, Liberia 
and other places also have been 
tarnished by such allegations. 

-- The Washington Post, 28 Feb. 2016 

Who Killed Antonin Scalia? 

By William Boardman 

The official version of Supreme 
Court Justice Antonin Scalia’s death at 
the remote Texas luxury Cibolo Creek 
Ranch during the night of February 12- 
13 is that he died of natural causes, in 
bed alone and without any witness, time 
of death unknown. While there’s little 
forensic evidence to support this or any 
other conclusion, there’s even less 
evidence to challenge it. What, after all, 
is not credible about a 79-year-old, 
overweight man with heart disease and 
other medical issues dying in his sleep 
after overindulging at a dinner party? 

Let us stipulate from the start 
that, as a person, Antonin Scalia may 
actually have been as wonderful as so 
many of his friends and associates now 
claim. But who has done as much harm 
to constitutional law and humane 
principle as this democracidal jurist in a 
lifetime of narcissistic bench-clowning? 

In our current political Zeitgeist, 
it takes no deep thought to imagine that 
the sudden, unexpected death of a 
polarizing Supreme Court justice might 
invite radical speculation as to what 




actually happened and why. So what 
planet do those who “investigated” 
Scalia’s death live on? None of them 
have yet offered a credible explanation 
for treating Scalia’s death as something 
less than a run-of-the-mill event. 

Why did resort-owner John 
Poindexter, Texas law enforcement, 
Texas judicial authorities, the U.S. 
Marshals Service, and everyone else 
involved perform in such a lackadaisical 
manner so indifferent to professional 
protocol? Yes, they all apparently acted 
within the law, but the law didn’t require 
attention to detail that should have been 
a no-brainer in such a high-profile death: 
treat it as a crime scene until it’s clear 
there’s no crime. 

Clearly the handling of Scalia’s 
death was sloppy. Of course the nut 
circle fringe accuses President Obama 
of justice-cide. 

“This is the season of 
treason.... This is the takedown of 
America, this is the globalist takeover,” 
broadcast Alex Jones on lnfowars.com, 
where he wondered if Justice Clarence 
Thomas would be next. Not surprisingly, 
there are assorted observers (i.e., 
Breitbart, The Blaze, Savage Nation, 
Liberty News Now, Jon Rappoport, 
Drudge Report, and others) questioning 
the official story and/or offering accounts 
of Scalia being murdered: by smothering 
(the “pillow over his head”); by a heart- 
attack bullet (no one looked for a 
wound); by poison (someone meddled 
with his medication or something); or by 
satanic ritual (the International Order of 
St. Hubertus, a secret society of 
hunters, was at the ranch). Usually the 
killing is blamed on President Obama, 
but one version pins it on Hillary Clinton, 
whose motive is to appoint Obama to 
the Supreme Court. Another argues that 
the Bush family killed Scalia because he 
was about to reveal the truth about 9/11. 

None of this is very surprising, I 
suppose. But the mindset reaches 
deeper into our culture than one might 
suspect, to Vermont’s oldest weekly, the 
Vermont Standard in Woodstock, that 
bills itself as “voted best small 
newspaper in New England.” Citing 
John Grisham’s “The Pelican Brief (an 
oil-driven conspiracy killing of two 
Supreme Court justices) for context, one 
of the Vermont Standard’s weekly 
columnists wrote: 

Now Scalia is gone. His body was 
barely cold when it was announced that 
he had died of “natural causes.” There 
had been no time for an autopsy, and 
there may never be one. There are 
suggestions that he was found with a 
pillow over his face and his hands neatly 
folded. (Echoes of the Vince Foster 
alleged suicide?) Some think this may 


have been done as a message to others 
who dared to oppose the march towards 
an all-powerful central government.... 
One writer has speculated that Scalia 
may have been “eliminated” because 
“he stood between Obama’s goals for 
an America without a Constitution, 
without Second Amendment Rights, 
without rights for the unborn?”... an 
important jurist has died seemingly 
before his time.... There is a decided 
“Pelican Brief” element to this story, 
which is difficult to ignore. 

Actually so far the evidence 
includes no smoking gun, never mind 
any bullet holes. The case for murdering 
Scalia is no stronger than the case that 
he committed suicide: Scalia had sleep 
apnea, he had a machine that helped 
him live and breathe through the night, 
he had not used it, he had ignored it - 
on purpose...? 

No one killed Antonin Scalia. 
[Because of his judicial rulings] he was 
dead on arrival. It remains to be seen 
how many of the rest of us he will take 
with him. 

readersupportednews.org Feb.28, 
2016 

You Don’t Know What Obama 
Said at the Mosque 

By Dennis Prager 

President Barack Obama gave 
a speech last week at a mosque in 
Baltimore. In addition to assuring 
Moslem Americans that they are as 
American as Americans of every other 
faith - a point that any president would 
and should make - he spoke a lot of 
nonsense, some of it dangerous. 

President Obama: “So let’s 
start with this fact: For more than a 
thousand years, people have been 
drawn to Islam’s message of peace. 
And the very word itself, Islam, comes 
from salaam - peace.” 

Why did Obama say this? Even 
Muslim websites acknowledge that 
“Islam” means “submission” [to Allah], 
that it comes from the Arabic root 
“aslama” meaning submission, and that 
“Islam” is the command form of that 
verb. “Muslim” means “One who 
submits”, not “One who is peaceful.” 

Obama: “Jefferson and John 
Adams had their own copies of the 
Quran.” 

The reason President Jefferson 
had a copy of the Quran was to try to 
understand what the Muslim 
ambassador from Tripoli told him and 
John Adams. When asked why Tripoli 
pirates were attacking American ships 
and enslaving Americans, the Muslim 
ambassador explained that Muslims are 
commanded to do so by the Quran: “It 


was written in their Quran that all 
nations which had not acknowledged 
the Prophet were sinners, whom it was 
the right and duty of the faithful to 
plunder and enslave; and that every 
mussulman [Muslim] who was slain in 
this warfare was sure to go to Paradise.” 

That’s why Jefferson and 
Adams had Qurans. 

Obama: “We have to be 
consistent in condemning hateful 
rhetoric and violence against everyone. 
And that includes Muslims here in the 
United States.” 

Two facts are relevant here. 
One is that religious hate crimes are 
extremely rare here in America. The 
other is that in 2014, the last year for 
which we have data, Jews were the 
target of hate crimes four times more 
frequently than Muslims. 

Obama: “American Muslims 
are better positioned than anybody to 
show that it is possible to be faithful to 
Islam...and to believe in democracy.” 

That is actually true. Given that 
theocracy, not democracy, is a central 
tenet of Islam, if an Islam compatible 
with democracy ever develops, it will 
probably develop in America. 

Obama: “Muslim scholars, 

some of whom join us today, know Islam 
has a tradition of respect for other 
faiths.” 

Another falsehood. Islam has 
no such tradition. Islam has always 
demanded that Jews and Christians be 
treated as humiliated second class 
citizens - when not forced to choose 
between conversion or death. 

Now you know what President 
Obama said at the Islamic Center of 
Baltimore. But the mainstream media 
reported none of this. It was all about, 
as the headline in USA Today put it, “At 
Baltimore mosque, Obama condemns 
anti-Muslim bigotry.” 

— www.dennisprager.com, Feb. 09, 
2016 

2012 Terror plot shows 
necessity of citizens carry 
guns daily 

By AWR Hawkins 

On December 17 the Los 
Angeles Times provided details of a 
2012 terror plot based on court 
documents. The plot was not carried 
out, but the details of it show that an 
armed citizenry could have thwarted it 
in its tracks. 

According to the LA Times, 
San Bernardino attacker Syed Farook 
and companion Enrique Marquez 
“planned to throw pipe bombs into the 
[Riverside City College] cafeteria area 
from an ‘elevated position on the 




second floor.’” Court documents show 
that Farook and Marquez were going to 
use the bombs in a way that would 
provide ‘‘maximum casualties.” They 
then planned to leave the college and 
set up a secondary attack along the 91 
freeway-the secondary attack would be 
a firearm-based attack and would be 
one that armed citizens could foil. 

The attack along the 91 
freeway included Marquez taking a 
high position away from the freeway, 
while Farook “used pipe bombs to stop 
traffic.” Once traffic stopped, the plan 
called for Farook to walk car to car 
shooting the occupants. Such a plan 
only works if those occupants are 
unarmed. 

The difficulty of being 
armed for self-defense in California 
makes that state a viable choice for 
such an attack, and it should also wake 
Californians up to the danger they face 
because of the endless gun control 
regulations Democrats have heaved 
upon them. 

— www.breitbart.com Dec. 18, 2015 

Sanctuary sentinels: Churches 
establish armed security 
teams as shootings rise 

When Rev Brady Boyd takes to 
the pulpit at New Life Church, in 
Colorado Springs, Colo., he and the 
faithful are well protected. The 30-acre 
grounds are patrolled by uniformed 
police officers and an armed safety 
team, including Special Forces soldiers 
from one of four nearby military bases. 

"You plan for the worst, and 
pray for the best,” Boyd said. 

New Life is one of a growing 
number of churches that embrace 
armed security to protect the flock. 

New Life was one of the first in 
the nation to embrace armed security, 
and it has already proven provident. 

On Dec. 9, 2007, a gunman 
killed two people outside and then 
entered the building armed with an 
assault rifle, two handguns and up to 
1,000 rounds of ammunition. 

His rampage was brought to an 
end by Jeanne Assam, an armed 
volunteer security guard. 

There were several thousand 
people on the church's campus, and 
Boyd estimated that over a hundred 
lives were saved. 

Critics say a proliferation of 
firearms ultimately puts more people at 
risk, and say a house of worship is the 
last place for weaponry. 

The Rev. Kristine Eggert, co¬ 
founder of God Before Guns, said there 
is no credible evidence to suggest that 


allowing guns inside churches would 
lead to a safer environment. 

Concealed weapons have 
typically been banned inside churches, 
either by law or by church policy. But 
some states, including Arkansas, 
Louisiana and North Dakota allow 
permit holders to carry concealed 
weapons in churches. 

Church shootings have been a 
disturbing fact for decades, according to 
BuckeyeFirearms.org, which listed 
instances dating back to 1974. The most 
notorious shooting occurred last June, 
when a white supremacist gunned down 
nine strangers at the Emanuel African 
Methodist Episcopal church in 
Charleston, S.C., after praying with 
them for more than an hour. 

Last month, the FBI provided 
security training for 165 faith leaders at 
its Dallas headquarters. 

Michael Lanford, co-owner of 
SC Firearms Training, provides firearm 
training for churches throughout South 
Carolina. 

Boyd said worshipers may be 
especially vulnerable because their 
unarmed presence on Sundays is 
predictable. That's why domestic 
confrontations often unfold inside what 
should literally be a sanctuary. 

That was the case in Sunday's 
shooting in Dayton, where the brother of 
the Rev. William B. Schooler, 70, fired a 
fatal shot inside the St. Peter’s 
Missionary Baptist Church while the 
choir was still singing. 

But Eggert said the Dayton 
shooting is an example of how guns 
inside churches would do little to 
prevent a similar crime. "It's the person 
who shoots first," she said. "If someone 
had a gun inside that church it would not 
have prevented that.” 

-foxnews.com, March 02, 2016 

REVEALED: The TSA’s New 
Computerized ‘Facial and 
Emotional’ Recognition 
System 

Paul Ekman, perhaps the 
world’s most famous face reader, fears 
he has created a monster. 

The 80-year-old psychologist 
pioneered the study of facial 
expressions in the 1970s, creating a 
catalog of more than 5,000 muscle 
movements to show how the subtlest 
wrinkling of the nose or lift of an 
eyebrow reveal hidden emotions. 

Now, companies like Emotient 
Inc., Affectiva Inc. and Eyeris are using 
Ekman’s research that relies on 
algorithms to analyze people’s faces 
and potentially discover their deepest 
feelings. Collectively, they are seeking 


patterns that can predict emotional 
reactions and behavior. 

Ekman, an adviser to Emotient, 
says he is torn between the potential 
power of all this data and the need to 
ensure it is used without infringing on 
personal privacy. 

So far, the technology has 
been used mostly for market research. 
Emotient, a San Diego startup, whose 
software can recognize emotions from 
microexpressions that happen in a 
fraction of a second, has worked with 
Honda and Procter & Gamble to gauge 
people’s emotions as they try out 
products. Affectiva, an emotion- 
detection software maker in Waltham, 
Mass., uses webcams to monitor 
consumers as they watch ads for 
companies like Coca-Cola and Unilever. 

The technology has the 
potential to help people or even save 
lives. Cameras that could sense when a 
trucker is exhausted might prevent him 
from falling asleep at the wheel. 
Emotion sensing software in the 
classroom, could help teachers 
determine whether they were holding 
their students’ attention. 

But other applications are likely 
to breed privacy concerns. One retailer, 
for instance, is testing software that can 
scan people’s faces and divine their 
emotions as they walk in and out of its 
stores. Eyeris, based in Mountain View, 
Calif., has sold its software to federal 
law-enforcement agencies for use in 
interrogations. 

The danger, privacy advocates 
say, is that the technology reveal 
people’s emotions without their consent, 
and their feelings could be 
misinterpreted. People might try to use 
the software to determine whether their 
spouse was lying, police might read the 
emotions of crowds or employers might 
use it to secretly monitor workers or job 
applicants. 

“I can’t control usage,” Ekman 
says of his catalog, called the Facial 
Action Coding System. “I can only be 
certain that what I’m providing is at least 
an accurate depiction of when someone 
is concealing emotion.” 

— 21stcenturywire.com/2015/01/29 

Op-Ed: The Progressive Gun- 
Control Charade 

By Nicholas Johnson 

After tragedy , politicians glibly 
call for unworkable reforms—then blame 
the ‘gun lobby’ when they fail. 

In the wake of horrific crimes 
like the recent mass shooting in Oregon, 
many in the political class respond as if 
there were an easy way to keep such 
tragedies from happening. If it weren’t 




for the stubbornness of the National 
Rifle Association, the story goes, these 
deadly incidents could be prevented. 
Democrat Hillary Clinton urged “sensible 
restraints,” and said if she is elected 
president she would use her executive 
authority to impose them. 

This sort of rhetoric suggests 
that there is a workable policy sitting on 
the shelf, ready for implementation. It 
also attempts to have it both ways, 
suggesting that effective gun control is 
possible without disarming ordinary 
citizens. 

At the peak of the national gun- 
ban movement politicians talked 
honestly about reducing violence by 
constricting the gun supply—and what 
that would require. In a 1989 Senate 
hearing Sen. Howard Metzenbaum (D- 
OH), candidly explained: “If you don’t 
ban all of them you might as well ban 
none of them.” But gun bans proved 
unpalatable to American voters in even 
the most liberal jurisdictions. In 1976 
Massachusetts voters rejected a 
handgun ban referendum 69% to 24%. 
In 1982 California voters rejected a 
handgun “freeze,” which would have 
barred their sale, 63% to 37%. 

In the decades since, the 
politics of gun control have become a 
kind of minuet. Progressive politicians 
pander to a liberal constituency with 
gun-control rhetoric, all while chasing 
the votes of the 42% of American 
households, according to Gallup, that 
own one. The photo-op of the candidate 
duded up for hunting or skeet shooting 
is a common ploy. 

Once elected, these politicians 
advance incremental gun restrictions 
that are demonstrably inadequate—for 
instance, the now-expired ban on 
“assault weapons,” which barred new 
sales of a narrow class of rifles outfitted 
with pistol grips and adjustable stocks 
but allowed continued sales of the same 
guns minus those features. 

Gun owners and Second 
Amendment activists understand that 
Howard Metzenbaum was absolutely 
right about the logic of supply-side gun 
control. So they resist incremental gun 
controls on the understanding that the 
latest proposal cannot be the last step. 
And when these half-measures fail, 
progressives can always blame the “gun 
lobby.” 

This interplay allows 
progressive politicians to claim they 
have no interest in gun confiscation, and 
still wax heroic about lost battles over 
glittery legislative proposals that in 
practice would not have prevented the 
crimes they purport to address. 
Everyone, across the political spectrum, 
should reject this kind of duplicity. 


- Wall Street Journal Oct. 25, 2015 

Nicholas Johnson , a professor 
of law at Fordham Law School, is author 
of Negroes and the Gun: The Black 
Tradition of Arms 

REVIEW: Negroes and the 
Gun: The Black Tradition of 
Arms 

Chronicling the 

underappreciated black tradition of 
bearing arms for self-defense, author 
Nicholas Johnson presents an array of 
examples reaching back to the pre— 
Civil War era that demonstrate a 
willingness of African American men 
and women to use firearms when 
necessary to defend their families and 
communities. From Frederick 
Douglass’s advice to keep “a good 
revolver” handy as defense against 
slave catchers to the armed self¬ 
protection of Monroe, North Carolina, 
blacks against the KKK chronicled in 
Robert Williams’s Negroes with Guns, it 
is clear that owning firearms was 
commonplace in the black community. 

Johnson points out that this 
story has been submerged because it is 
hard to reconcile with the dominant 
narrative of nonviolence during the civil 
rights era. His book, however, resolves 
that tension by showing how the black 
tradition of arms maintained and 
demanded a critical distinction between 
private self-defense and political 
violence. 

Johnson also addresses the 
unavoidable issue of young black men 
with guns and the toll that gun violence 
takes on many in the inner city. He 
shows how complicated this issue is by 
highlighting the surprising diversity of 
views on gun ownership in the black 
community. In fact, recent Supreme 
Court affirmations of the right to bear 
arms resulted from cases led by black 
plaintiffs. 

Surprising and informative, this 
well-researched book strips away many 
stock assumptions of conventional 
wisdom on the issue of guns and the 
black freedom struggle. 

— Amazon.com blurb January 14, 2014 

Ex-Boyfriend Allegedly 
Violates Protective Order, 
Gets Shot to Death 

An 18-year-old Midwest City, 
Oklahoma, woman shot and killed her 
ex-boyfriend after he allegedly violated a 
protective order by breaking into her 
home and assaulting her. 

According to News Channel 
10, police say the man “broke in through 
the window of the home” and “was shot 


to death” by the ex-girlfriend around 
1:00 a.m. on March 10. 

KFOR reports that the woman 
had a protective order against her 20- 
year-old ex-boyfriend and that he was 
allegedly armed when he entered 
through a window. 

The woman said the 
man assaulted her, but she was able to 
get away long enough to grab a gun and 
shoot him 

KFOR’s Ashley Kringen 
tweeted that police said the shooting 
“appears to be justifiable” in light of the 
protective order violation. 

— www.breitbart.com 2016/03/10 
Commentary: In Virginia the 
Governor destroyed two bills that would 
have allowed a person with a 
restraining order to use it as a 
temporary Concealed Handgun Permit 
while they apply for a permanent 
permit. The Governor and the groups 
that pretend to support domestic 
violence victims, but oppose allowing 
them the means to protect themselves, 
need to talk to the young woman in this 
story. 

At Secretive Meeting, Tech 
CEOs and Top Republicans 
Commiserate, Plot to Stop 
Trump 

Billionaires, tech CEOs and top 
members of the Republican 
establishment flew to Sea Island, a 
private resort off the coast of Georgia, 
this weekend for the American 
Enterprise Institute's annual World 
Forum. 

The meeting was not planned 
to be a strategy session on how to stop 
the GOP front-runner Donald Trump, but 
rather evolved into one. 

Apple CEO Tim Cook, Google 
co-founder Larry Page, Napster creator 
Sean Parker, and Tesla Motors honcho 
Elon Musk all attended. So did Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (R- 
Ky.), political guru Karl Rove, Senators 
and House Speaker Paul Ryan. 

Arthur Sulzberger, the 
publisher of The New York Times, was 
there, too. 

"A specter was haunting the 
World Forum-the specter of Donald 
Trump," Kristol emailed from the 
conference, borrowing the opening lines 
of the Communist Manifesto. 

"The key task now, to once 
again paraphrase Karl Marx, is less to 
understand Trump than to stop him," 
Kristol wrote. "In general, there's not 
quite enough resolving to save the party 
from nominating or the country electing 
someone who simply shouldn't be 
president." 




A highlight of the gathering was 
a presentation by Rove. Trump’s 
greatest weakness, according to Rove, 
was that voters have a very hard time 
envisioning him as "presidential" and as 
somebody their children should look up 
to. They also see him as somebody who 
shouldn't have his fingers anywhere 
near a nuclear trigger. 

Rove's presentation was on the 
subject of how William McKinley won in 
1896. McKinley's campaign manager, 
Mark Hanna, is often referred to as the 
first true political operative in the U.S. 
McKinley was running against William 
Jennings Bryan who riled up the masses 
by assailing coastal elites and bankers. 
The race took place in the first Gilded 
Age. In today's Gilded Age, the parallels 
are clear. 

Cook did not take part in any 
political organizing, a source close to 
Cook emphasized. Musk tweeted that 
he attended the meeting to talk about 
"Mars and sustainable energy," not 
Trump. 

Sen. Tom Cotton (R-AR) and 
Cook fiercely debated cell phone 
encryption. A source said, "Everyone 
was a little uncomfortable about how 
hostile Cotton was." (Apple is in the 
midst of a battle with the FBI over an 
encrypted iPhone that belonged to one 
of the San Bernardino shooters.) 

AEI has held the annual forum 
on Sea Island for years. It's so secret 
that in 2015, Bloomberg News 
complained that no one would even say 
whether it had snowed. 

- www.huffingtonpost.com 03/07/2016 

DARPA Spending $62 Million 
to Create Military Cyborgs 

By Stuart Hooper 

The Pentagon’s Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency 
(DARPA), is set to spend $62 million on 
developing an implantable microchip, 
roughly the size of one cubic centimeter, 
that will allow the human brain to directly 
communicate with computer systems. 

DARPA says the implant is 
seeking to "open the channel between 
the human brain and modern 
electronics.” 

A statement from DARPA said 
it will enable “data-transfer bandwidth 


between the human brain and the digital 
world, feeding digital auditory or visual 
information into the brain.” 

The research agency claims 
the project is not intended for military 
purposes, yet experts believe it will have 
many military applications. While it could 
potentially restore senses to injured 
veterans, it could also be used to 
heighten the senses of perfectly healthy 
soldiers. 

DARPA is seeking to perfect 
the cyborg - an individual with both 
organic and mechanical body parts. 

If this device could be used to 
heighten the awareness of an 
individual’s surroundings, could it also 
be manipulated to present a misleading 
perspective on what is happening 
around the implanted person? 

Could a soldier be manipulated 
into believing something was happening 
due to a certain message being 
transmitted to the implant, when in 
actual fact something entirely different 
was occurring in reality? 

Steven Pinker, a cognitive 
scientist from Harvard, is skeptical that 
the device could ever work: “We have 
little to no idea how exactly the brain 
codes complex information....My guess 
is that it’s a waste of taxpayer dollars.” 

-- 21stcenturywire.com 2016/03/09 

ICE: 124 illegal immigrants 
released from jail later 
charged in 138 murder cases 

U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement has revealed that 124 
illegal immigrant criminals released from 
jail by the Obama administration since 
2010 have been subsequently charged 
with murder. 

A Center for Immigration 
Studies report on the data from ICE to 
the Senate Judiciary Committee added 
that the committee is not releasing the 
names of the murder suspects. 

"The criminal aliens released 
by ICE in these years — who had 
already been convicted of thousands of 
crimes — are responsible for a 
significant crime spree in American 
communities, including 124 new 
homicides. Inexplicably, ICE is choosing 
to release some criminal aliens multiple 


times," said the report written by CIS's 
respected director of policy studies, 
Jessica M. Vaughan. 

She added that 75 percent 
were released due to court orders or 
because their countries wouldn't take 
them back. 

What's more, her report said 
that in 2014, ICE released 30,558 
criminal aliens who had been convicted 
of 92,347 crimes. Only 3 percent have 
been deported. 

Despite the high number of 
illegal immigrants charged with murder, 
the list doesn't include those released by 
over 300 so-called "sanctuary cities" and 
those ICE declined to take into custody. 
— www.foxnews.com 2016/03/14 

How new FBI powers to look 
through NSA intercepts will 
exacerbate mass incarceration 

The wall separating “foreign” 
intelligence operations from domestic 
criminal investigations has finally, fully 
collapsed. 

If the rules governing FBI 
access to 12333 surveillance are like 
those that cover 702 collection, FBI 
agents won’t need to have any “national 
security” related reason to plug your 
name, email address, phone number, or 
other “selector” into the NSA’s 
gargantuan data trove. They could 
simply poke around in your private 
information in the course of totally 
routine investigations. 

That means information the 
NSA collects for purposes of so-called 
“national security” will be used by police 
to lock up ordinary Americans for routine 
crimes. 

- ACLU of MA ‘Privacy SOS’ 3/08/2016 

Liberty & Freedom, Defined 

LIBERTY, Freedom from 
restraint, in a general sense, and 
applicable to the body, or to the will or 
mind. 

FREEDOM, A state of 
exemption from the power or control of 
another; liberty; exemption from slavery, 
servitude or confinement. 

-- Webster’s Dictionary, 1828 
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